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water at the site by storing MEK in a corroded tank. 

At the time of removal both tanks were characterized as 

corroded. The contractor who removed the tanks located a distinct 

hole fn the 6000 gallon tank, stated that the 2000 gallon tank 

appeared to be in a similar state of decay, and believed that both 

tanks had leaked. Despite the absence of direct evidence of holes 

in the 2000 gallon tank, the record does not justify a conclusion 

that only the larger tank leaked. On the contrary, it suggests 

the conclusion that, if one tank leaked, it would be more likely 

than not that the other leaked as well. 

The soil and ground water samples taken from the site do 

not provide enough information to determine which of the tanks 

leaked, or that one of them did not leak. However, the sampling 

data are consistent with a conclusion that both tanks leaked. 

c The record is not sufficient to account for the full 

amount of MEK that Haz/Control put into the tanks. Depending on 

the assumptions made in attempting to reconcile the inventory and 

sales information presented by Haz/Control, the volume of 

"missing" MEK ranges from about i0 gallons to as much as a barrel. 

We note in passing that our experience with developing regulations 

governing underground storage of hazardous substances convinced us 

that inventory reconciliation is a notoriously inaccurate method 

of monitoring the.amount of liquid that might be in a tank. 

More significantly, MER was the most concentrated 

pollutant in samples from the site and Haz/Control is the only 

9 
persor&_known to have stored. pure MEK in the underground storage 
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tanks at the site since Pacific occupied the premises. MEK was 

not identified as a major constituent of any of the chemical 

mixtures that were stored in the tanks before 1980. We conclude 

that $_ome of the MEK stored in the tanks by Haz/Control in 1982 

leaked out. This accounts for the high concentration of MEK in 

the samples taken from the excavation following the removal of the 

tanks. 

CONCLUSION 

We concur with the Regional Board's determination to 

delete Pacific from the Order prescribing cleanup and abatement 

requirements for the site at 1545-1547 Almaden Road in San Jose. 

We conclude that Haz/Control should be added to the 

order'because it is a known source of the MEK that was such a 

dominant constituent of the pollution at the site. 

c 
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ORDER 

IT IS ORDERED that Order No. 90-036, as amended by Order 

No. 90-162, is amended to include Haz/Control as a discharger 

responsible for cleanup and abatement, actions in compliance with 

those orders. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned, Administrative Assistant to the Board, 
does herby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct 
copy of an order duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the 
State Water Resources Control Board held on March 19, 1992. 

AYE: 

NO: 

ABSENT: 

ABSTAIN: 

W. Don Maughan 
Eliseo M. Samaniego 
John Caffrey 
Marc Del Piero 
James M. Stubchaer 

None 

None 

None 
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